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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554

IN REPLY REFER TO:

November 15, 1994

The Honorable Roscoe Bartlett
U.S. House of Representatives
312 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Bartlett:

Thank you for your letter on behalf of Sheriff Charles F. Mades of Washington
County, Maryland, regarding the Commission's Billed Party Preference (BPP) proceeding.
On May 19, 1994, the Commission adopted a Further Notice of Proposed Rulemakin~ in this
proceeding. I have enclosed a copy of the Further Notice and press release accompanying it
for your information.

The Further Notice sets forth a detailed cost/benefit analysis of BPP. This analysis
indicates, based on the available data, that the benefits of BPP to consumers would exceed its
costs. The Further Notice sought comment on this analysis and asked interested parties to
supplement the record concerning the costs and benefits of BPP. The Further Notice also
invited parties to recommend alternatives to BPP that could produce many of the same
benefits at a lower cost. Reply comments were due September 14, 1994. Presently, the
Commission is evaluating the comments submitted and considering the implentation of BPP
along with other options.

The Further Notice also explicitly sought comment on whether correctional facility
telephones should be exempt if BPP is adopted. Specifically, the Further Notice sought
additional information on the effectiveness and costs of controlling fraud originating on
inmate lines with or without BPP. The Further Notice also sought comment on a proposal to
exempt prison telephones from BPP if the operator service provider adheres to rate ceilings
for inmate calling services.

BPP would not preclude prison officials from blocking or limiting inmate calls to
specific telephone numbers in order to prevent threatening and harassing calls. Moreover,
BPP would not affect the ability of prison officials to limit inmates to collect calling or to
program telephone equipment at the prison site to block certain numbers.
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Thank you for your interest in this proceeding. I can assure you that the Commission
will carefully examine all of the comments submitted in response to the Further Notice,
including additional empirical data regarding the costs and benefits of implementing BPP and
the impact of BPP on telephone service from correctional facilities.

Enclosures



ROSCOE G. BARTLETT
6TH DISTRICT, MARYlAND

COMMIITEES:

SCIENCE, SPACE, AND TECHNOLOGY

SUBCOMMITTEES:

TECHNOLOGY, ENVIRONMENT AND AVIATION

ENERGY

SPACE

ARMED SERVICES
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September 9, 1994

312 CANNON BUILDING

WASHINGTON, DC 20515

12021225-2721

5831 BUCKEYSTOWN P,KE

SUITE E

FREDERICK, MD 21701

(301) 694-3030

100 WEST FRANKLIN

HAGERSTOWN, MD 21740

13011 797-*l43

50 BROADWAY STREET

FROSTBURG, MD 21532
(301) 689-0034

GARRETT-ALLEGANY COUNTIES

1-80<Hl89-3012

The Honorable Reed H. Hundt
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:

15 EAST MAIN STREET

SUITE 110

WESTMINSTER, MD 21157

(4101857-1115

8267 MAIN STREET

ELLICOTT CITY, MD 21043

(4101418-4832

HOWARD COUNTY

1-80<l-705-2385

I would like to bring to your attention a letter from Sheriff Charles F. Mades of Washington
County, Maryland.

I have enclosed a copy of this letter which was addressed to you for your review. A copy
was sent to me in my Washington Office for my information. It is my hope that you give
every consideration to Sheriffs Mades opposition to billed party preference. As a Sheriff, I
am sure that you can understand that he understands the need of families yet the
responsibility to maintain the security for our prisoners.

Thank you in advance for your attention in this matter. I understand the demands on your
time, however, I believe that we must try to balance family needs and safety. I look forward
to your reply as I am sure Sheriff Mades does as well.
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The Honorable Reed E. ffundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Str~et, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

-+
SEP-20-19g4

.Julv

06:37 FROM

Office of the Sheriff':
WASHINGTON CO~"TY
500 Western Maryland Partway
Hagetstow", Maryland 21740-5199
Telephone: (301 l 791·3300
Patrol SeMe..: (301/ 791·3020
O.tentiClI'l C.nter: (3011 791,3300
FAX: (301) 791-3349
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Re: CC Docket No. 92-77 O~?osition to Billed P.3.rty Pr~terence

Dear Chairman Hundt:

We dre opposed to the application of Silled Parey Preference (BPP)
ae inmate facilities.

We havt!t analyzed the security and administrat ion needs ,it our
facility and have found it to be necess~ry to route inmate calls
from our f.!cility to a .~ingle carr.ier eh.Jt .i.~ equipped to handle
inmate c.!lls and with whom we have eX contr.Jcttl81 relationship. We
cannot allow inmates to h~v~ open access to th~ telecommunications
networ.k and the !re~dom to use any carrier they please. BPP will
take away our right to coordinate inmat~s calls through a carrier
/M'e knoW' and trust. In.st~ad, inmate t;al Is will be rout~d to a
number of different carriers, nOlle of whom will b,lve any oblig,Jeion
to us~ and few that w'ill be tr.7Jined to h.:mdleinm.ate c.!11s.

We have a1go found it nec~ss~ry to install phone ~quipment th~t is
sptl!cifically dp.signed for inmate c.Jll.~. This equipment help.~

prev~nt fraud, abusiv~ calls, and other criminal activity over the
telephone network. Given tnt"' const.Etnt budge'tar~' constraints th':1t
we are under, we cannot: ..'lfford to provide this equipment wi thout
the help ot .inmate phone s~ry·ice providers. BPP w'ould a.llow .llso
eliminate the revenue stream that finances our inmat~ phones. If
BPP is appl.ied to inmate facilities, thf£.·re w.ill be no way for us to
.finance the.e phones, nor will there be inm..'It~ phone service
providers to assist u.~. W.ithout inmate phones~ the mo.r:ale .of our
inm~t~s will be deva$tated. The resulting incre~se'in ten.ion will
make it more difficult for our st.).ff to m.!nage inmates.

Furthermore, we are sensitive to the rates inmat~ famili~$ pay for
calls. We fully appreciate the FCC's concern .if some Sheriffs do
noe take responsibil ity foz· protecting inma te fami 1 ies from abu$,i Y·1!t

rates. We do not agree with en~ FCC that the zolution for this
lack of z·esponsibility is BPP. The proper and more effective
action would be to adopt: rate ceilings on inmate calls .1nd then let
Sheriffs enforce these rc3te ceil ings thz-ough their contracts.
Indeed w<":, believe th~ overwhelming majority of Sheriffs are
committed eo requiring rates th~t are fair and reason.).ble •



In short, BPP w.,u 1d take aW.1Y our abi 1 i ty to ~mploy import.'lnt
security <.'lnd adJllinistr~tive me.aSl1c-es th-'it w,,? h~vfll!! ft:".md to be
necessary ..~t ollr faci.li.ty, ultimar.-:?l_.,. r~dl.lcinlJ inmat~ phone
avai 1abi 1 i ty, wh len in tlH"n decreas~s c he efficie.'1cy ,) ( our staff.
w'e iJ.rg~ you to f"l()t a.dopt r~~7td ..'1 ciGns t hati n. r:.erfere wi th ()/.lr
~dministr,3t;iveand security decisions -- decisions that ax-e c:let<:il'ly
within our discretion ,:wd wh.ir:h we have a pub.lic r~sponsibility to
make.
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Respectfully submitted,

~ashington County Detention Center
Name of Correcti~nal Facility

500 Western Maryland Parkway
Hagerstown, Maryland 21740
Address


